Introduction
of Nigerians were involved, while 93.9 percent of Nigerians considered themselves to be poor in terms of subjective poverty measurement. If this scary picture represents the 2010 poverty index of Nigerians, the 2011 poverty index of Nigerians which stood at 71.5 percent is a sheer indication that all efforts aimed at poverty reduction by the various stakeholders in Nigeria might have been a drop in the ocean. In Enugu State of Nigeria for instance, majority of the citizens in both relative and absolute terms, belong to the category of the poor whose income earning capacity makes it impossible for them to afford the basic needs of life such as food, basic education, shelter, good medication, and health facilities.
The disturbing trend resonated the concern of the former Governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria, Prof. Chukwuma Soludo who in 2008 acknowledged the ravaging presence of poverty in Nigeria when he declared that "poverty is unacceptably high in Nigeria but the alarming and persistence level of poverty is a phenomenon in the North" (Newswatch 2012: 13) . Many attributed this development to poor leadership. For instance, while attempting a prognosis of Nigeria's poverty situation, Utomi (2012:57) pointed at the defective leadership and the corruption at the high level. He argued that
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public policy in Nigeria is not poor-friendly and often without meaning to do it, moves to deepen poverty. In the same vein Olowu (2012:57) stressed that when people are not employed and are not given money to be able to be part of the economic activities, then it will create a systemic collapse of the economy.
The implication of the above views is that the persistence of poverty in Nigeria is linked to graft and misapplication of fund. This stems from the occasional doling out of free funds to a selected community of the poor at the expense of the larger groups when tackling the poverty phenomenon (Odunuga 2012:67) . In view of these, the article therefore focuses on assessing the implementation of poverty alleviation programme in Enugu State. The work is divided into the following sections: section one is the introduction, section two discusses contending perspectives on poverty, section three focuses on the incidences of poverty in Nigeria, section four assesses the implementation of the national poverty alleviation programme Enugu State, while section five is the conclusion.
Dominant perspectives on poverty
Poverty like most phenomena in the social sciences has been ascribed different meanings depending on the ideological persuasion of the analysts or the conventions of the society in which it occurs (Eric 1968: 398) . Thus, it is like beauty which lies in the eyes of the beholder. Nevertheless, as Sen (1981: vii) rightly observed, based on its biting effects, one does not need elaborate criteria, cunning measurement, or probing analysis to recognize raw poverty, and to understand its antecedents. Therefore, there is a consensus on the existence of poverty world over. But what is not obvious enough and is indeed generating controversy is the cause of poverty. Consequently, just as there is a plethora of commentaries on the incidences of poverty in Nigeria so is there a deluge of perspectives on the driving forces of the phenomenon. In this study, two dominant perspectives have been identified for discussion. They are the liberal and the radical perspectives. The thrust of this view, popular among the government and agents of the status quo, is that poverty is natural and should be condoned as divine because man prospers only according to the will of God (Calvin 1509-64). In other words, the proponents of this view contend that the prosperity of some persons is not only a clear sign that God has chosen them for salvation, but also that all fingers are not equal. As such everybody is not created with equal skill and talent. Thus, those with rational insight and ingenuity are created to be rich and those bereft of these essential attributes are created to be poor and depend on the philanthropy of the haves. Accordingly, life is all about survival of the fittest and the elimination of the unfit. The basic assumption of this view is that everyone has an equal opportunity to show how unequal he/she is and that it is only the fittest that must make it in the struggle for existence in this Hobbesian war of every man with every group against every man with the other group (Hobbes 1651 in Appadorai 2003:
The liberalists are therefore opposed to poverty alleviation and insist that the state should do nothing to relieve the condition of the poor who are assumed to be the less fit. In the words of Spencer (1940) :
Welfare scheme were to be restricted because they reward unfitness. The welfare schemes to be championed are those that speed up the elimination race. All that the unfit should expect was charity not entitlement or benefit.
A variant of the liberalist doctrine expounded mostly but not exclusively by the political elites and agents of government is that the poor are poor because they are lazy.
In other words, they blame the poor for not working hard enough to liberate themselves from the poverty trap. They therefore refuse to accept responsibility for poverty in Nigeria and instead shift the blame to the individuals or market forces. Based on this viewpoint, poverty alleviation is merely motivated by government compassion and charity and most importantly to avoid embarrassment because:
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Other liberal thinkers that share the blame-the-victim tendency blame poverty on the attitude and psychological defeatism of the poor who passively accept their situation and willingly accord unequal position to those who are generally admired and believed to be superior (Lampman 1961:34; Jouvenal 1951:84) . None of the variant of the liberalist perspective is appropriate and sufficient to explain the incidence of poverty, thereby justifying the irrelevance of the poverty alleviation programme. This is simply because government is a necessary instrument for maximizing individual opportunity and rights, especially of those citizens who are prevented by circumstances beyond their control from beginning the footrace of life from the starting line. Therefore, it is misleading to regard the programme of poverty alleviation as an act of compassion or charity, just as it is also erroneous to see it as being induced by the fear of embarrassment. Poverty reduction should instead be seen as an obligation of a responsive and responsible government. The unpopularity of the liberalist doctrine makes it to be clearly in the minority and, therefore, justifies the impetus to turn to its alternative -the radical perspective.
ii. The radical perspective:
The thrust of this argument is that God created every person equal, but man creates inequality in the society. Thus, according to the proponents of this view, poverty is not ordained by God but is imposed by man. They therefore, attribute poverty to the various policies and tendencies of government and the rich to block and deprive the opportunities of the weak and the defenceless. According to Lampam (1961:34) According to Marx (1977: 20-22) 
The trends and dynamics of poverty in Nigeria
Perhaps it is difficult to trace the origin of poverty in Nigeria. But most studies have the consensus that the present poverty profile of Nigeria was given impetus by the Structural Adjustment Programme (SAP) of the mid-1980 (Agbu 2008:72; Sautter, 1990 :7 Sunmonu 1990 :8 & Toyo 1989 vi. the raising of interest rates (Toyo, 1989:20-21 ).
This straight-to-rule application of the prescriptions resulted in the collapse of local industries (as they could not compete with their foreign counterparts that were liberalized), sale of public sector, weakening of the naira resulted in the retrenchment and retirement of the workforce from the public sector. The overall consequence of these measures include unemployment resulting from the massive reduction of over two million workforce from the public sector and the loss of about 40,000 workers of over seventy companies that were forced to shut down in the wake of the liberalization, decrease in social spending in the area of education, health, housing, water, energy, transportation following the withdrawal of government subsidies, and ultimately the 76 Africa's Public Service Delivery & Performance Review aggravation of poverty in Nigeria (Sunmonu 1990:8; Agbu 1997:80-81) . The multiplier effect is that both school leavers and graduates of higher institutions could not secure jobs just as those still in school or about to start school were forced to withdraw their ambition of acquiring education because of the drastic reduction of funding to education to 30 per cent (Onuoha, 1995: 53 cited in Agbu, 1997:80-81 
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After all, as J.F Kennedy rightly observed "if the poor cannot sleep because they are hungry, the rich cannot sleep because the poor are awake" (Akinyemi, 1991: 25) .
Assessing the implementation of poverty reduction programme in Enugu State
The National Economic Empowerment and Development Strategy (NEEDS) which encapsulates the National Poverty Alleviation Programme (NAPEP) among others is 
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Others considered to benefit from the scheme are the unemployed graduates and rural farmers.
In line with this modality, this study carried out a survey of the implementation on nine households from the ten communities of the selected ten L.G.As of the State for study. Accordingly, a random sampling of the views of the beneficiaries was carried out through interview method. Three out of the nine beneficiaries selected from the three senatorial districts were interviewed. The Local Governments are as follows: Igbo Etiti, Udenu, Uzo-Uwani, Nkanu West, Isi-Uzo, Aninri, Enugu North, Enugu South, Ezeagu and Udi. In all, this results in a total of nine hundred (900) household beneficiaries of both the MSA and BSG each year, which this study used as a focal point for assessing the implementation of poverty reduction programme in the State.
The communities from where the selected household beneficiaries were drawn from were found to have on ground adequate infrastructures (supply) that are prerequisite for the effective implementation of the programme such as:
i. functioning primary health centre or basic health dispensary;
ii. functioning primary school;
iii. functioning secondary school up to JSS3 (basic education level);
iv. community based committees;
v. formal/informal skill and vocational training centres within the locality. 
Source: Household Survey 2013
Abundant empirical studies exist to affirm the positive impact of the implementation of poverty alleviation programme in parts of the world (Goldberg, 2005; Khander, 2003; Akinlo & Oni, 2012) . For instance, Asemelash (2003) and Alemu (2006) In any case, 64.5% of the beneficiaries interviewed gave contrasting report about its impact on their social and economic life. To this category of beneficiaries, the measure is not only inadequate but also being subverted by the implementation officials. Others even claim that they were not aware of the scheme and therefore did not participate; yet Pius Akor from Nkpologu community and Theresa Ezeugwu from Uvuru community both in Uzo-Uwani L. G A. argued that the scheme was a hoax as no citizen of the Local Government Area is aware or had ever participated in the Conditional Cash Transfer scheme of the Enugu State Poverty Alleviation Programme. This tends to reinforce the contention of many (Karnani, 2007; Mahajan, 2005; Pollin, 2007; Hulme & Mosley 1996) that grant or microcredit is a necessary but not a sufficient condition for poverty reduction. This is premised on the ground that apart from the initiative being hijacked by the privileged members of the society that are not poor and have sustainable income, some targeted members of the society who eventually benefit from the scheme are Table 2 at the Appendix for details). This is logical fallout of many factors working in combination not only to bedraggle the drive at poverty reduction in the State. These include:
Policy inconsistency: One of the major obstacles to poverty reduction efforts in Enugu state is the arbitrary discontinuation of programmes by successive governments.
Taking Nigeria as whole, this has been a source of concern. Thus, even when policies are well-conceived and with good intention to benefit the masses, once the incumbent that An examination of the policies shows that they are the same and thus raises the curious question of why discontinuing initial programmes. This is more disturbing against the backdrop of the fact that the abandonment will impinge on effective monitoring and evaluation and consequently lead to the diversion and mismanagement of public funds already mapped out for the project in the national budget.
Mismanagement and Profligacy:
Corruption has been widely acknowledged as an integral part of Nigeria's political culture. Thus, it has permeated the entire social life of the country and particularly pervades in the high places. For instance, rather than deploy resources judiciously to reduce poverty, the political leaders are engaged in mismanagement and diversion of the public funds. Above all, instead of empowering the people to generate wealth, the Nigerian political leaders indulge in giving out pittance as cash gift and food items to the poor while diverting the surplus balance from the budgeted amount to their private accounts. However, it suffices to point out that the Poverty Reduction Program in Nigeria: An Assessment of its Implementation in Enugu State 85 mismanagement and diversion of the public fund mapped out to reduce poverty in parts of the country by the governing elites is motivated by their desire to widen the gap between the rich and the poor. This is because the existence of the poor serves the enlightened interest of having a ready pool of low wage labourers who are available to perform the "dirty work" that rich people are unwilling to perform (Offiong 2001:125) .
Most importantly, poverty provides the politicians with available "raw materials" for touts, political thugery, and electoral fraud. Thus it would translate to a class suicide for the rich to encourage and not undermine the poverty reduction strategy.
Conclusion
The essence of government is the provision of a good life to the people. Any government that ignores this invariably places its legitimacy on tenterhooks and may eventually collapse. Therefore the initiation of poverty reduction programmes is an obligation of the government; its implementation is therefore mandatory. The poverty alleviation programme in Enugu State is poorly implemented and this explains why there are larger numbers of the citizens who are still helpless. The government has to stamp its authority on the implementation process to ensure that the fifth columnists and the subversive elements undermining the implementation of the programme are identified and made to face the wrath of the law. Meanwhile, the current strategy of creating jobs through the provision of vocational tutelage for the unskilled should be extended to all the communities in Enugu State and complemented with the evolution of a proper education system that would chase the millions of kids hawking sachet water and 
